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This is in referenceto yourapplicationfor correctionof yournaval recordpursuantto the
provisionsof title 10 of theUnited StatesCode, section1552.

A three-memberpanelof the Board for Correctionof NavalRecords,sitting in executive
session,consideredyourapplicationon 17 August 1999. Your allegationsof error and injustice
werereviewedin accordancewith administrativeregulationsandproceduresapplicableto the
proceedingsof this Board. Documentarymaterialconsideredby the Board consistedof your
application,togetherwith all materialsubmittedin support thereof,your naval recordand
applicablestatutes,regulationsand policies. In addition, the Board consideredthe advisory
opinionfurnishedby CMC Memorandum1001/1 MMEA-6, a copyof which is attached.

After careful and conscientiousconsiderationof theentire record, the Board found that the
evidencesubmittedwas insufficientto establishthe existenceof probablematerialerror or
injustice. In this connection,the Board substantiallyconcurredwith the commentscontainedin
theadvisoryopinion. Accordingly, yourapplicationhasbeendenied. The namesand votesof
the membersof the panelwill be furnishedupon request.

It is regrettedthat the circumstancesof yourcaseare suchthat favorableaction cannotbe taken.
You areentitled to havethe Board reconsiderits decisionupon submissionof new and material
evidenceor othermatternot previouslyconsideredby the Board. In this regard,it is important
to keep in mind that a presumptionof regularityattachesto all official records. Consequently,
whenapplying for a correctionof an official naval record, theburdenis on the applicantto
demonstratethe existenceof probablematerialerror or injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
ExecutiveDirector
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IN REPLY REFER TO~

1001/1
MMEA-6

MEMORANDUMFOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, BOARD FOR CORRECTIONOF
NAVAL RECORDS

Sub] BCNR~ 51 99 CASE OF ~

1. We have carefully reviewed Staff ~ s case
and recommend that his request for an entitlement to a zone B
multiple of 2, Selective Reenlistment Bonus (SRB) be denied.

2. Staff Sergeant ~ a 48 month reenlistment on
5 March 1999, and was approved for a 48 month reenlistment on 11
March 1999. His expiration of active service (EAS) was 15 April
1999. He executed this reenlistment authority on 25 March 1999
updating his EAS to 24 March 2003. At the time of his
reenlistment, Staff Sergeant ~1*L~. was a Sergeant and was
eligible for a zone B multiple in his primary military
occupational specialty (PMOS) of 2531, however no bonus was
authorized for PMOS 2531 Therefore, Staff Sergeant i~~i$~j~
did not receive a bonus.

3. Staff ~ was promoted to his present grade on
1 June 1999. With this promotion, his PMOS changed from 2531 to
2537. He contends that since he had been selected for Staff
Sergeant at the time of his reenlistment, he should have received
a SRB for PMOS of 2537. Unfortunately, Staff SergeanL..~JLJJLI~
executed his reenlistment authority on 24 March 1999, as a
Sergeant in PMOS 2531. No bonus was authorized. Selective
Reenlisment Bonus eligibility is dedicated to the PMOS held on
the date the reenlistment contract is executed.

4. Point of contact is Captain M. P. Cody, DSN 278-9238.
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